The parties stipulated the essential facts as follows:

[A]t Spad Number 3713, bottle sample revealed 1.65
percent methane.  At Spad Number 3897, bottle
sample revealed 1.67 percent methane.  At the left
regulator, Number 3 section, bottle sample revealed
1.7 percent methane.  At Spad Number 4238, bottle
sample revealed 1.76 percent methane.  Power was on
power center located at intake air.  Power center
was energized running a drill for degasification
under an MSHA approved supplement to the ventila-
tion plan, which was approved on 8-18-86.  At the
time methane content was less than 1.0 percent in
the area where the drill was placed, and the afore-
mentioned areas where all within the areas closed
by the modification dated 9-22-86 (Tr. 69).

It was subsequently further stipulated that the air was
tested "in a split of air returning from a working section."

The Secretary here argues that section 303(i)(2) of the
Act requires the issuance of an "imminent danger" withdrawal
order when the factors cited therein are found to exist, just
as section 303(h)(2) has been found to require the issuance
of such an Border.

Section 303(i)(2) provides as follows:

If, when tested, a split of air returning from any
working section contains 1.5 volume per centum or
more of methane, all persons, except those persons
referred to in section 104(d) of this Act, shall be
withdrawn from the area of the mine endangered
thereby to a safe area and all electric power shall
be cut off from the endangered area of the mine,
until the air in such split shall contain less than
1.0 volume per centum of methane.

I agree with the Secretary.  Section 303(i)(2) sets
forth criteria under which miners are to be withdrawn under
conditions of "imminent danger" equivalent to those set forth
in section 303(h)(2).  The rationale of the Pittsburgh Coal
Co. case in issuing "imminent danger" withdrawal orders under
the authority of section 303(h)<2) is accordingly applicable
here as well.  Thus when the conditions set forth in section
303(1) (2) are found to exist an "imminent danger" also exists
and a withdrawal order pursuant to section 107(a) may
properly be issued.

Accordingly order of withdrawal No. 2811621 and its
modification dated September 22, 1986, were both properly
issued under section 107(a) of the Act and are hereby
affirmed.
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